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explicit statement,1 to be regarded as regulative, not constitutive
in character, and in this connexion it is worth remarking that the
details of his exposition and in particular the suggested physical
applications of his principles are considerably influenced in the
Analogies as in the Anticipations of Perception by his theory as to
the actual nature of the physical world.
Second Analogy
Kant's argument here is so dependent for its force on his
psychological doctrine of inner sense that no adequate summary
is possible. I shall merely indicate the general sense of his discus-
sion and defer serious consideration of it.* His chief contention is
as follows. We do actually distinguish between the temporal order
of our perceptions, which is accidental and depends largely on our
choice, and the temporal order of reality, which is necessary and
depends on the nature of things. An instance of the former is our
perception of any large object which we cannot take in all at once,
and of the latter that of any moving body.
In making this empirical distinction between perceptions whose
order is reversible at will and those whose order is independent of
our volition, we attribute to the latter succession according to an
objective law or rule, and reflection shows that we are bound to
do this if we are to give our sensations that objective reference
which they must have if we are to regard them as constituting
experience. Hence, if we concentrate on that part of our experience
which consists of non-reversible perceptions (leaving the others to
be dealt with in the Third Analogy), we find that it is a condition
of experience that there should be in nature objective succession
according to a rule; and this is another way of saying that changes
in nature must take place in accordance with the principle of
cause and effect.
The implication of this is that the unity of our self-conscious-
ness, as defined in the Deduction, presupposes the existence of an
objective causal order, so that empiricists are entirely deluded in
attempting to derive the latter from the former. The true situation
is that I could not apprehend my perceptions as being mine, that
is as together forming a coherent unity (which even empiricists in
order to have a view at all must admit that they do), unless I knew
of the existence of an objective temporal order to which those
perceptions can be related. Their coherence is not intrinsic to them
1 B 221-2.                      3 See below, pp. 191 ff.